Hab. iii 3-15 depicts Yahweh's coming up from the south in a glorious theophany in a thunder-storm and engaging victoriously in conflict with the cosmic sea, which represents Yahweh's enemies on the historical plane. The background of this passage in the Canaanite myth of Baal's conflict with the sea or dragon is now generally accepted 1), a view supported by the reference in v. 8 to the enemy as "sea" (ydm) and "rivers" (nebdrim) (cf. "Sea" (ym) and "Judge River (tpt nhr), the names of Baal's opponent in the Ugaritic myth in CTA 2), and by the allusion to Yahweh's "seven arrows" of lightning in v. 9 (reading mattot for M.T. sebu`ot mattjt) comparable to Baal's seven lightnings, a parallel first noted by the present writer in an earlier article in this journal 2). A further indication of the Canaanite background of the imagery in Hab. iii is provided by v. 5, where we read le?dndyzv yelek deker w!yjsj-' re,cep leragldyw, "Before him went Pestilence, and Plague went forth behind him." Pestilence (deber) and Plague (relep) are here clearly personified and behind the latter there certainly lies the Canaanite plague god Resheph. On the basis of this one could therefore conjecture that the god Resheph played a part in Baal's conflict with the sea or dragon in the Canaanite myth underlying Hab. iii. It is therefore surprising that, in spite of the vast amount that has been written about Resheph 3), it has hitherto remained unnoticed (so far as I am aware) that we do in fact possess a Ugaritic text alluding to the mythology underlying Hab. iii 5 in which Resheph participates alongside Baal in the conflict with the dragon. The text in question is UT 1001 (= PRU II, 1 (RS 15.134) ), lines 1-3. Unfortunately the tablet is largely fragmentary and obscure, and lines 1-3 themselves are not free of problems, but enough is clear to make it certain that the god Resheph is represented alongside Baal in his conflict with the dragon. The text reads as follows: (1) , 1976) , which came to my notice only after the above article had been submitted, fails to note the parallel to which I have just drawn attention. In general, however, it is to be commended as a fine treatment of its subject.
